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Figure S1: Direct and indirect genetic effects on cycle dynamics Box plots show the number of
days for larval development (left) and between larval pupation and adult egg-laying. In both plots
the genotype of the adopted larvae is written first and the genotype of the adoptive workers is written
second. Larval development duration depended on the genotype of the workers, but not the larvae
(i.e., indirect and not direct genetic effects) while worker egg laying depended on the worker and not
larval genotypes (i.e., direct and not indirect genetic effects).



